' CALIFORNIA  REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
COLORADO RIVER BASIN REGION

' RES'DLUTION NO. 'R-7-2002-0097

A Rasolutmn Amendmg the Water Qualrty Control Plan
for the Coiorado River Basin
to Estabilsh a Total Maxumum Daily Load for. Sadlmentatlon/Sr!tatton
‘ for tha New Rlvar '

- WHEREAS, tha Callfnmla Regrona[ Watar Quahty Control Board Coloredo River Basin Regron

(hereinafter Raglnnal Board), finds that. B

1.

_An updated Watar Quallty Control Plan for the Colurado Rlver Basan {Basin Plan) was adopted by
. the ‘Regional Board on November 17, 1993, approved: by the State. Water Resourees Control
. Board {SWRCB) on Fabruary 17, 1994,. and approvad by the Office of Admlmstratlve Law on

August 3, 1994,

Warrn frashwatar habltat (WAFIM), wrldhfe habltat (WILD), pi‘aservatlon of rare, threatened, and
endangered species (RARE), water contact recreation.(REC 1), non-contact recreation (REC Il),

and frashwater.replenishment (FRSH) are arnong tha banaflcial use, dasl ations .spac:faed in the
Basin Plan for the New River. S

T

Tha Basm Plan mcludes narratrva water quality objactlves for total suspended ‘solids, sediment,
and turbidity for the New River to protect the beneficial uses listed in Finding No. 2, above.

,Water quality objectives are not berng met .in the New .River - baca-use direct and indirect

discharges of silt-laden agricultural tailwater into the River and drain maintenance operations are
adversely impacting the beneficial uses. The silt carries insoluble pesticides such as DDT and its
byproducts which bioaccumulata in fish tissue.

Pursuant 1o Section 303{d} of the Claan Water Act, the Regional 'Board,‘ r~ith the concurrence of

the State Board, listed the New River as water .quality limited because of the sediment

impairments. Section.303(d) of .the Clean Water Act. requires the establishment of the Total
Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) of .sediment/silt that can be. discharged .while still ensuring
compliance with water quality standards. . Section 303(d). also requires. the allocation of this
TMDL ameng sources of sediment/silt, together with an implementation plan and schedule that
will ensure that the TMDL is met and that compiiance with water quality standards is achiaved.

The -New River SedxmentatmnlSrltatlon TMDL Raport (haraafter "TMDL Report") and the
proposed Basin Plan amendment (hereafter "Attachment 2") to establlsh the TMDL are hereby
made part of this Resolution by reference.

" The TMDL Report and related Basin Plan amendment .attached to this resolution meet the

requirements.of. Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act. The amendment requires, in part, that
nonpoint sources 1mplemant Best Management Practices. (BMPs) to:control sadiment/silt inputs
to provide a reasonable assurance that water quahty standards will be.met.




10,

11.
12.

13.

14,

16.-

The Regional Board prepared and distributed written reports regarding adoption of the Basin Flan
amendment in compliance with applicable state and federal environmantal regulations {Title 23,

California Coda.of Ragulatlons, Sectlon 3775 et seq.;.and Title 40, Code of Federal Regulations,
Perts 25 and.131). .

The procass of basin planning has been certified by the Secretary for Resources as exempt from
the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (Pub. Resources Code, § 21000 et
seq.) to prepare an Environmental Impact Report or Negative Declaration. (Pub. Resources
Code, 21080.5; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, 15251, subd. (g).) The TMDL Report-Basin Plan
smendment package includes an Envn'onmental Checklist, an assessment of the environmental
impacts of the Basin Plan amendment, and a discussion of altematives, among other analyses.
The smended Basin Plan, ‘Environmental Checklist, TMDL Raport, and supporting documentation
are functionally eguivalent to an Environmental Impsact Report or Negative Declaration.

The proposed adoption of the Basin Plan amendment based on the TMDL Report is a reguiatory
action .subject to‘the  requirements-of Public Resources Code section 21169, Consistent with
the requirements of that section, the CEQA ‘Checklist and the -CEQA Checklist Discussion
include, among other things, an analysis of reasonably foreseeable environmental impacts

‘associeted with ‘proposed-methods of compilanca set forth ‘in"the’ Basm Plan amendment, an

analysis ‘ of reasonably foresesable feasible - mitrgatlon Theasures ‘to- reduce .or avoid those
impacts, and an-analysis of reasonably foreseeabls -alternative. ‘means ‘of ‘compliance with the
requirements embodied by the Basin Plan amendment that would avoid-or eliminate the related

‘environmental impacts. (Pub. Resources Code, 21159, subd. (a}{1}-{3); Cal. Code Regs., tit.
" 14, 16187, subds. (b}, {e){1}-{3).) *In"so doing, the analysus in the CEQA ‘Checklist and CEQA
“Chetklist Discussion takes into account a reasonable range -of environmental, economic, and
‘technical factors. CEQA analysis- determlned that.the; pmposa * Basip;

mendment could

T

have a significant adverse effect on the environment. “liowever: there are feasible
alternatives and/or _feaslble m;tlgatlon measures that would substantaally lessen any sugmflcant

- .advarse |mpact

The Regional Board has considered federal and state antidegradation policies and other relevant

~'water quality control’policies and-finds the Basin Plan 'amandment‘consistant with those policies.

Since January 1998, 'Fia'gionai Board steff has -engaged ‘interested parties in stakeholder
involvement through regular meetings of the Siit Total Maximum Dmlv Load Technical Advisory
Commlttee

‘Conslstent with Title 23 Cal:forma Codn of. Regulatlons, Sectlons 3778 through 3780, the
‘Regional Board consulted about the proposed action with stakeholders in the Ragion and with
“other potentially affected 'parties, considered and addressed comments on the matter, and

consideréd and mcnrporatad faaslble mmgation measures 1o avoud sugmfacant impacts on the
' enwronment : ‘

On June 26, 2002, the Regional Board held a Public Hearing to consider the TMODL Report and
the Basin Plan:amendment. Natice of the Public Hearing was given to all interested persons and

published - in accordance -with Wster Code ‘Section 13244 and T‘tle 40, Code of Federal
Reguiations, Part 25,

The ‘Basin Plan amendment must be submitted for review and approval by the SWRCB, ‘the
Office of Administrative Law {OAL}, and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. Once
approved by the SWRCB, the amendment is submitted to OAL. A Notice of Decision will be
filed after the SWRCB and OAL have acted on this matter, The SWRCB will forward the
approved amendment to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency for review and approval.
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16.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

1.

~The TMDL establishes a numeric target of ‘200 mg/L for Total Suspended Solids (annual

average). Numeric targets in a TMDL are not water quality objectives. Numeric targets are
implementation tools that transiate existing objectives, by quantifying the limits those objectives
require, considering seasonal variations and a margin of safety. Targets do not create new
bases for enforcement apart from the objectives they translate.

The Regional Board adopts the amendment to the Watar Quality Control Plan for the Colorado
River Basin as sat forth in Attachmeant 2.

The Executive Officer is directed to forward copies of the Basin Ptan amendment to the SWRCB
in accordance with the raqulrernent of Section 13245 of the California Water Code.

The Regional Board requssts that the State Water Resourges Control Board approve the Basin
Plan amendment-in accordance with Sections 13245 and 13246 of the California Water Code

and forward it to the Office of Admlnlstratlva Law and United States Environmental Protection ':-

Agency for approval.

The Executive Officer is directed to file a Notice of Decision with the California Sacratary for
Resources after final approval of the Basin Plan amendment, in accordance with Section
21080.5(d} (2)(E). of the Public Resources Code and Titie 23, California Code of Regulations,
Section 3781.

If during its approvel process the SWRCB or, OAL: determines; that.. amlnur, non-substantive
corrections to the language of the amendment are needed for ciartty or consistency, the

"~ Executive Offtcer may make such changes, and shall inform the Board of eny such changes.

e

|, Phil Gruenberg, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct
copy of a resolution adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Colorado River
Basin Region, on June 26, 2002.

Phil Gruenbaerg
Executive Offic

6477
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ATTACHMENT 2
Proposed Amendment o the Water Quality Control Plan for.the Colorado River Basin Region to Establish
the New River Sedimentation/Slitation Total Maximum Daily Load ' Page 1 of 11

An Amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the C:olorado River Basin Reglon
: - to Establishthe
Now Rlver Sadimentatlon!sutatlon Total Maxlmum Dally L.oad

-

AMENDMENT :
(Proposed changes are in reference to the May 23, 2002 version of the Basin Plan. Proposed
additions are denoted by undertined text proposed deietions are.denoted by strikethrough text)

Page 4-19, change “Mi-FOTAL-MAXIMUM-DAILY-LOADS” TO “V. TOTAL MAXIMUM
DAILY LOADS"” and add the following new subsequent Section and renumber
accordingly: . _ _

C. New River Sadlmsntaﬂon/Sllﬁﬂnn TMDL _

1. TMDL-ELEMENTS
5 Table4-3 -New RIverSedlantatIo!Slltatlon TMDL Elements

EEMENT : :
Excess delivery of sediment to the New River has resulted in .degraded
conditions that impairs designated beneficial. uses:, warm freshwater habitat;
wildiife ' habitat; preservation of * threatened, ‘rare; “and éftidngered species
habitat;- cantact- and non-contact recreation; freshwater repienishment. As the
S New River discharges into the Salton Sea, sediment also threatens the same §{
‘WM . beneficlal uses of the Salton Sea. Sediment serves as a carrier for DDT, DDT
'water ull’ : metabolltes, and other insoluble ‘pesticides Including toxaphene, which pose a
: JJ_ standard) -  threat to aquatic and avian -communities and people feeding on fish from the
—-——)_ = I'New River; and-suspended solids concentrations, sediment loads, and turbidity
-I'levels are in vioiation of water quality objectives. These current concentrations,
"l loads, and levels-are also forming objectionable bottom deposlts which are also
| adversely affacting the beneflcial uses of New River.

{This tableis continued on the following page.)
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ATTACHMENT 2

‘Proposed. Amandment to-the Water Guality Control Pian for the Colorado Rivar Basin Ragion to Establish

the New River Sedimentation/Slitatior; Total Maximum Dally Load

.Page 2 of 11

Table C-'I Now Rlver Sedlmentationlsutation TMDL Elements (continued

ELEMENT - 'CURRENT CONDITIONS
N —— e
Numeric 200 mo/l Total Suspended Solids (annual average)’
Target ° _
| | Source | tons/year
' Agncultural Drain Dlscharges 137,715
Source In-Stream Erosion & Wind Deposition: 6,409
Analvsle | NPDES Permitted Facliies: 356
International Boundary 11,265
Total: 155,745
ELEMENT LOAD »ALLOCATIONS -
Ma[gin of 6,409 togsb(ea - N R
_af_ﬂ_t! rre d AWl ,1,',‘:-‘"’5_':",';’1,4;'-.:!4;3?',,5:{/ .. ’ ‘.-; . S
| Both the flow and sedimentation regimes within the New River watershed ers
f R | relatively stable, gnd the sediment and water sources within.the watershed are
Seasonal - | relatively uniform and widespread; therefore, this TMDL: itioes not include
/| Variations | provisions other than the established load sliocations and implementation plan
.| and Critical | for seasonal variations or critical conditions. _Staff's analvsis of potential water
| Conditions | ¢ rs O he watershed indicate that the transfers are not {ikely to affect
' © | complia  TMDL | '
_Ic_.:_:_acall_cng!! 127,881 tonsiyear

(This table is continued on the following page.)

! The numeric target is a goa! that translates current sIIUsed:ment-related Basin Plan narrative
objectives and shall not be used for enforcement purposes.




-ATTACHMENT 2

Proposed Amendment to the Water Quality Control Plan for the Colorado River Basin Reglon to Establish
the New River Sedimentation/Siitation Totat Maximum Dally Load

Page 3 of 11

Load . :
Allocations "

| and
Wasteload

-] Allocations -

‘Load Allgcations:

. Natural sources of sediment (1) the New River, |nclud|ng erosion and wind

- deposition, are aliocated 6.409 ions/vear.

the load allocations sp clﬁed below:

«» Waste discharges from nonpoint sources into the New Rlver shull not exceed

ST T ,;‘ #Eof_llD Sediment
L | Drains “load
‘River'Reach. - | \dentified Allocati
T | within | ,Sfocation
, - | Reacn | {tonsivean'?
New River immediately downstream of the intemational
Boun at_the "USGS -gauging station. a point| None 11,265
] identified hereafter at “NR-0" - - T
*| Reach 1: Downstream from the International Boundary |
1o the mtersection of the Evan tlewes ‘Road:Bridge and. 4 20.730
+ 5} the N Ch rasi| - 24,730
“| Reach 2: This reach enoomgagses the Fiver from NR1 | o
to Drop Structure 2 int upstream of the utheford 17 32,350

‘| Road Bridge hereafter referred fo as "NR-2". . {
: Ehls lee is oontlnued on the following page )

~ K/ ma




. ATTACHMENT 2
Proposed Amendment to the Water Quallty Control Pian for the Colorado River Basin Reglon to Estabiish
the New River Sedimentation/Siltation Total Maximum Daily Load

ablec-1NewRiver Sadimantation!SIltion IL Elaments {continued

Page 4 of 11

ELEMENT
)
Load Reach 3: This reach covers the river from' NR-2 to the:
Allocations | point where it intersects the Lack Road Bridge, a apoint| 23 35,835
W :tl? ' d '} hereafter referred to as *NR-Dutlet.”
agteloa -
Aliocations || #oryp | Sediment
oy Dlrect Quttels to River | Drains koad
Hih antified -Allocation
| == | (tons/year)?
[ Talwater outfalls discharging directly to the New River J e 14,884
! Natural Sources
| Natural Sources ? 6.409
TWaste Load Allocations: .
Te. «  The discharge from po discharge from point sources (NPDES gerrmts) sha not exceed the total
usgended solids limits specified under40 CFR 122 et seq,, and the
: . -correspondin mass Joading rates. -
_Fsotnotes for Table No o1 N I

Ofﬂoer every three- !ears followtng TMBLfimElemantatlon e
% The sediment I :

flows within the reach for the 1995-2000 gerigd At Iowar or. higher draln fiows. the averane annual load

aliocation for e-particularteach shall ngt exceed the |oad given by:
LAg = (180)*{Qs)*(0.0013597), where:

LAg = Load Allgcation for any of the Ngw River reaches identified above {tonsiyr).
Qp = Reach Flow (ac-t) = Total flow coniribution to the reach from the drains within the reach {(ac-fi).

The sediment |oad allocatior wiil be reviewed by the Executive Officer every three vears following TMDL
implementetion.

. __The number of outfalls has not been detsrmined.

TMDL sttainment shall be in accordance with the schedule cogtalned in Table C-2, below:

Table C-2. Interim Numeric Tar

gets for Attainment of the TMDL

| Estimated Percent | Interim Target
Phase Time Period ———-----——-—,—L d Redu ——P—!m L
Phase 1 Years 1 -3 5% 229
Phase 2 7% 213
Years 4 -6
Fhase 3 Years 7-9 4% 204
————— L —— ]
Phase 4 2% 200




-ATTACHMENT 2
Proposed Amendment to the Water Quality Conirol Plan for the Colorado River Basin Region to Establish

the New River Sadlmentaﬂonlsutaﬂon Total Maximum Daliy Load Pege 5 of 11
t L | Years 10-12 | ] i

~Year 1 refers ”e effective d e to start DL Im lernentatl n whlch shall be one yesr after
USEPA approves the TMDL For example, if USEPA spproves the TMDL. -on November 15,

002,'Yagr1 is'November 15, 2003I which makes Yegr 3 Nnvember 15, 2005, which makes Year
4 Novernber 15, gooe, and so on.

2001 ave@g gggnt@tion gf 306 g&

& These Interim targets ere goals which translate current siit/sediment related asin Plan narrative
oblectives and are not intended to specifically be used for enforcement burposes.

~ A




: . ATTACHMENT 2
-Proposed Amendment to the Water Quality Control Plen for the Colorado River:Basin‘Region to Establish
the New River Sedimentation/Siitation Total Maximum.Dally Load R Pape & of 11

A
hNLELY AUARM L - [ ] J LD

o Pége 4-25. Edlt sub;équent Sectloh

= W ]

TMDL” changeto *1. IMPLEMENTATION ACTIONS AND REGULATIONS FOR
ATTAINMENT OF SEDIMENTATION/SILTATION TMDLS” .

‘Page 4:25, Edit Subsequent Section “1.1 DESIGNATED MANAGEMENT ACTIONS” and
- change to: ' T L

» Farmers/growers discharging waste into the_New River and Alai'no River in a manner
that causes or could cause violation of load aliocations and/or exceedance of the
‘Sediment/Silt numeric target; '

Page 4-25, Edit Subsequent Section “1.1.1 Farmers/growers Water Quality
Management Plans” and change to: ,

The farmers/growers shall submit

self-d
Board by: f OSp

etermined sediment control programs to the Regional

approvaly . , . . L
Table 4-4 Date that Corresponds to 15 months foliowing the date of USEPA TMDL

Approval * . _ _
TMD . ‘Date (15 _months after | ARl v
USEPA Approval IR
Alamo River
New River
Edit Subsaquent Section “1.1.2 The Imperial Irrigation District” and change to:
By: - RE--CHath i DFFEERORGE B ----* BHO! B Ho--Shaitb—4 et
Tabled-5 _ Date that Corresponds to 15 months following the date of USEPA TMDL
Approval * _
ﬁHﬂDL Date (15 months after
USEPA Approval
Alamo River '

the Imperial Irrigation District shall submit to the Regional Board a revised Drain Water Quality
improvement Plan (DWQIP) with & proposed program fo control and monitor water quatity
impacts caused by drain maintenance operations within the Alamo and New River Watershed
and dredging operations in the Alamo and New Rivers.

Note: Upon USEPA TMDL approval, this parenthetical “formuta” will be replaced by the date certain, based on
. the date of approval.

Note: Upon USEPA TMDL approvel, this parenthetical “formula” will be replaced by the date ceriain, based on
the date of approvel. The Executive Officer shal! be responsibie for determining proportional sediment load
allocations amongst the agricultural drains.




ATTACHMENT 2
‘Proposed Amendment to the Water Quality Cantrol Plan for the Colorado River Basln Region to Establish
the New River Sedimentatlon/Siltation Total Maximum Dally Load - Papge7of 11

a. Dram and New Rtver Deltas Malntenance :

. Reduction In dram cleaning and dredging activitles to the pract:cal extent allowed by the
implementation of on- and off-field sediment control BMPs by the Tarmers/growers and
the BMP effactiveness-in reducing silt built up in the drains and the New and Alamo
‘=R|verDeItas to avold |mpacts on sensltive resources.

b. Drain Water Quallty Monitoring Plan
* The revised DWQIP.shall consist of a proposed program to-monitor: ‘
* Water:quality impacts -caused by dredging operations iin-the drains and to monitor the
- -effects that dredging operations in the: New ‘and Aiamo Rlver Deltas have on the rivers
. -rivers water quality standards; :
-« Representative samples from:the water column of all major drains and a representatlve

* number of the small-drains tribiutary to the New and Alamo Rlvers for anaiyses of flow,

TSS Turbidlty and nutrients

c..information on Agncultural Dtschargers

No Iater than

“Table: 4-6 Date that COrres 'onds to ‘IB‘ months

*followin the date of USEPA TMDL

roval : P

. l'TJMElDLL E Date. (16 months after
USEPA Aggroval

Alamo River

' Page 4-27, Edit Subsequent Section “1.1.3. ‘United “States Envlrenmental Protection

Agency (USEPA) and U.S. Section of the international Boundary ancl Water Commission
(IBWC)" and change to . ,

Tabie 4-7 Date that COrresgondsmto 15 months following the date of f-tl.iE_PA T&D_L

roval * _
TMDL Date (15 months after
| | USEPA ‘Approval '
Alamo River : :
| New River

the USEPA andJor the U.S. Section of the IBWC shall submlt to the Regional Board & technical
‘report pursuant to Section 13225 of the California Water Code describing the proposed control

Note: Upon USEPA approval, this parenthetical formula” will be nepiaced by the date certain, based on the date
of approval.

P I




ATTACHMENT 2
Proposed Amendment to tha Water Quality Control Plan for the Colorada River Baain Region to Establish
the New River Sedimentation/Siitation Total Maximum Daily. Load - Page8of 11

measures, monitoring plan and reporting. procedures, and quallty assurance procedures the
U.S. Government proposes o :take to -ensure that discharges of -wastes from Mexico do not
violate or contribute to a violation of this these TMBL TMDLs, particularly a violation of the Load
.Allocation immediately. downstream of the Intematlonal Boundary, at the _point points identified
as "AR-&” and "NR-U T ;

Edit Subsequent Saction ug,2 RECDMMENDED MANAGEMENT ACT 1ONS FOR
FARMERS/GROWERS AND DRAINAGE MANAGEMENT" and change to

implementation of BMPs :should normally lnclude (1) consideratlon of speclﬁc site conditions;
(2) monitoring to assure that-practices are properly.applied and are effective; (3) improvement of
-8 BMP or implementation-of additional BMPs or-other management practices when needed to
resolve a deficiency and; (4) mitigation of a problem-where the practices-are not effective. The
spractices listed herein are a.compilation of BMPs recommended by the Technical Advisory
Commitiee for-the Silt TMDL.for the Alamo and New Rivers (Siit TAC), the Natural Resources
Conservation Services Field Office Technica! Guide (NRCS. FOTQG), the liD, and the University
of Callfornia Cooperative Extension (Holtville Field Station). Inciusion of practices herein is not
meant to imply or establish a prescriptive-list-.of 'one size fits all' preferred practlces for the
drainage basins tdbutary to the Alamo_and New River Rlvers '

| Edit Subsequent Section Title “.2.3 ESTIMATED COST OR IMRLEMENTATION AND
“SOURCES OF FINANCING" and change to “1,2,3 ESTIMATED COSTOF = | .
IMP EMENTAT!ON AND 8 URCES ‘OF - FlNAN ING FOR THE NEW AND ALAMO'RIVERS”

,,,..; - % w '3 '!\-k""'!“-i“"" .
Edit SUbsequent Section 1.3 vIMPERIAL CDUNTY FARM BUREAU VOLUNTARY
WATERSHED PROGRAM and change to:

'x T "-\ea
.,"\.

a. ICFB WATERSHED PROGRAM PLAN
. The Imperial County Farm Bureau should:

Table 4-8 Date that Ceresgonds to 13 menths followlng the date of USEPA TMDL

- Approval *
iﬂ%L - ﬁgLe (13 months after |
USEPA Approval

[Alamo River
New jver

{ssue Jssue ietters to all potential program participants within the Alamo and New Rivers
_ watersheds that descnbes the ICFB Voluntary Watershed Program.

Table 48 _ Date that Corresponds to 15 menths following the date of USEPA TMDL
Approval * :

*. Note: Upon USEPA TMOL approval, this parenthetica! “formule”™ will be replaced by the date certain, based on
the date of approvel,




-ATTACHMENT 2

Proposed Amendment to the Water Quality Control Pian for the Colorado River Basin Reglon to Establish

- the New River Sedimentation/Siltation Total Maximum Dally Load

[TMDL Date__{15 _months __after
U§EPA Aggroval o
Alamo River

New River

Page 8 of 11

» By:

Approvai *

ds to 15 mon_ths following the date of USEPA TMD

Table 4-10 _ Date that Correspon o L

TMDL

Date(15__months __ atter |
USEPA“Aggroval

Alamo River

'New River

submit the ICFB Watershed Program Plan to the Regiofal Board. The Plan should (1)
identify measurable environmental and programmatic goals; (2) describe aggressive,

“reasonable ‘milestones and ‘timelines for the development .and, imal
outreach -plans; (3) ‘describe aggressive, “reéasonabl 1
development of sub-watershed (“drainshed”
and implement & tracking and reporting program.

i

b, ‘ICFB TRACKING AND REPORTING PROCEDURES
The Imperial County Farm Bureau should also: - -

nt.and implementation of TMDL
& -Thilestones “afd " timelines for the
) plans; (4) describe a commitment to develop

[Date__(16 months _after

*’USEPAﬁAg’grpvn‘l ,

submit a plan describing the .i.pfoeass ‘and procedures for tracking and reporting

implementation of BMPs (and other proven ‘mana
to the Regional Board's Executive Officer, -

« Implement the tracking and reporting procedures. -

* Submit:semi-monthly written-reports assessing trends in‘the-
of the process and procedures throu
the Executive Officer.

gement practices) and BMP performance

data and level of adoption
ghout each of the sub-watersheds (“drainsheds”) to

Submit a yearly summary report to the Executive Officer by 15" of February of each year.

."--




ATTACHMENT 2
Proposed Amendment to the Wataer Quallty Control Plan for the Colorado River. Basin Reglon to Establish
the New River Sedimentation/Siitation Total Maximum Daily Load " Page10of 11

Page 4-32, Edit * VI. ACTIONS OF OTHER AUTHDRITIES" change to “Vil. ACTIONS OF
OTHER AUTHORITIES"”

Page 6-3, Edit “ll. REGIONAL BOARD MONITORING”, SUBSECTION "B COMPLIANCE :
MONITORING”, SUBSEQUENT SECTION “

%Rsssmmended—hemenuonng.(:roxm
Monitoring)-Rrograms" change to “2. Recommended Bromonitonng (Toxicity Monitoring)
Programs” co

Page 6-4, Edit under subsequent Sections the following:
23, | New River Pathogen TMDL
'37-4 Alamo River Sedlmentatlonlsntatxon TMDL

5. New River §ed|mentationISI!tat|on TMDL "

2+—5.1_Compliance Assurance and Enforcement
. 8x2-8.2_Monitoring and Trackmg

Page 65, Edit Section” e

-+ "Water Quality. Monltorln. and Assessment and add the Subset;tion "Alamo River”
diractly beneath the Sectlon titie. Add. the subsequent “Sitbsection: “New River” with
‘the following text: S _ ‘
Monitoring activities are contin ent upon ade uate ro rammatic fun in . _The Regional
Board will conduct monitonng actlvli es for the New Rlver SedlmentatlonISIltatlon TMDL

NR).  The QAPP-NR shall be develomd bx Reglonal .Boardtstaff and be ready for
‘imglsmengtmn within 180 days following USEPA approval of this TMDL. The Regional

Board's Executive Officer shail approve the QAPP-NR and.monitoring plan after determinin

‘that the QAPP-NR and monitoring plan satisfy the oblectives .and requirements of this -

Section 5.2.  The ob ectlves of the _monltoring program shall include collection of water
guality data for: R

» Assessment of water quality standards attainment,

« Verification of pollution source aliocations,

« Calibration or modification of selected models (if any), -

o Evaiuation- -of point and nonpoint souroe control 1mMenmtlon and

effactiveness

» Evaluation of in-stream water quality,

. Evaluation of temporal and spatial trends in water guaimg, nd
Modification of the TMDL as necessary.
The momgoring program shall include a sufficient number of sanmlmq locations and sampling
points per location along the New River and maijor. - draln tributaries 1o the river. Monthly grab

samples from the above-mentioned surac surfaoe ‘waters :shali be collected and analgad for the
following mmmeters

~_ * Flow (to be obtained from IID or US@} _
-» Dissolved Oxygen !
Y EH_




ATTACHMENT 2
Proposed Amendment & the Water Quality Control Plan for the Calorado River Basin Region 1o Establish
the New River Sedimentation/Siitation Total Maximum Dally Load Page 11 of 11

Temperature -

Field turbidity

Laboratory turbidity

Total suspended solids

Quarterly monitoring of DDT and DDT metabolites
Fecal coliform organisms

E. Coli

Fecal streptococe]
Enterococci

The Regional Board will track activities implemented by dischargers and responsible parties and
surveillance conducted for the New River Sedimentation/Siltation . TMDL pursuant to an
implementation tracking plan (ITP), Regional Board staff will develop the ITP within 180 da

following USEPA gpproval of this TMDL. The Regional Board's Executive Officer shall approve
the ITP after detarmining that the ITP satisfies the objectives and reguirements of this Section

5.2. The oblectives of Regjonal Board Surveiliance and implementation tracking are:
Assessi/tracl/account for practices already in place;

Measure the attainment of Milestones; '

Determine compliance with NPDES permits, WLAs, and LAs; and

Report progress toward implementation of NPS water guality control, in accordance

with the SWRCB NPS Program Plan (PROSIP).

* @ o @
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